Dear Joa, 


9/4/74 


V/lili » i»* t*w xerox a friend sent it epassro that y to storios are both froia toe 

Berkeley Barb 8/16-22* perhaps your piece published under the b«#d "Ford** View of 
iCaiiuedy’ -* Joa & ' ia irons ass other source. rart oa it interest sa» 

Fiiat too other piece, by btewe bone about one tLurrwy Xaaijlan. 

»aii» iii x ritu tf ui stuff typical of frightful people iho tura c ouster j iali n g this 
tbi*i and abusing the current college g-neratioa aa baa newer be*n dona before, $t ia 
tarrdola stuff, saanufecturoa for a mar ket that ia ’twins bled, fhow* guys Bast bornkiag 
ia zeal loot. I think baoaua* ttaay are ao utterly iadif feroat to what they say sad 
booaus-* t.ivj aw to a toy so busy Baking these kiada of patches for what I hard ia 
tfSQO each there just might be a etory ia it. It ia a terrible **d deliberate exploitation. 
I know boceaue tnio hum XaziJIaa oaoo phoned ew prior to Ms aaMa c of U of 2-id. /peach 
aaa I destroyed bia whole lisa to his la a two-hour conversation. H» thanked me 
profuusly for setting Hiaa straight auv. proc«"»tl4d to nakc precisely ppaccb 
ba always uakets* aw X was told by use la thu audience* 

later I got a clipoiaw from another "bicago-aren appearance, Seam swill. 

Sooa of this iaprowiantioa ia baaed on a oormptioe of ay work. The aoOcalled "Bo 
Key group," for me exantpla. It was not a alm^w "group" and it was not a "CIA 
sponsored cowert aotioa opeaetiau." It waa swashbucklers oa their own when there waa 
**> of.iciai sponsors hip. luoy were arms fced by th* locale. They wre arrested by the feds. 
Ibay newer did anything except play g«s»«, like boya. 

**> you tiiitoc that ii' Uaridsoa really had a real eoitfeeuioE Santana or *uay other 
would bare ewer left durance wile? 


-'G you r*»ally think ail of Wat»r<e»t« w»* a decade earlier involved ia thin "no Berne 

hey group" which did nothing aad could do nothing and waa a minor collection of tiny* 
iiquaoalius faotioiiaV (I've tbw leaders of two oa taped iut rwiawa.) 

four (bifid) piece oa that January 1964 piece ia close ia spirit but wroag in fact 
an you Uxix eooa 1 nra. wcauwi of the nature of several of t]i« orroro and the contest of 
oae I would like to know your source or eouroea if this does not iawolwe coafidcace. 

1'hom. docuusnta were not 11 w i nc e donated to the National Archive*." It v:u« tbs Vwo wwi la 
adwaace and ouataaary final depository. It set up the original files aad provided the 
file clerks. She files wore transferred automatically once the Ca^aaicc. oaded its life. 

1^ ia utterly falsa that there ia ao reference to this allegedly single January 
secret tietdung and tiuit it does not exist. I'd ap; reoiate your siiwice until the book la 
out for a aunber of reaeoea, oae of which ia that worUhrhile subsidiary use ia under 
consideration, another nechaalos*! delays, etc., but thin ir. thr t iJiscript I’v* bean workiag 
to get for eight years aad bare aad an publishing ia facsimile. 

Share also is no such "inxiex oard." Howeyer, thl» clearly rolttsa tc ac»athir*i.- that 
was stolen frou aw, that requires taore work, ao I'm quite iatereated ia how you ftroaivad 
the garbled account. It is also factually incorrect to aay of that ether aeseioa "that 
the aiautes of the January 1964 nesting were iateatioaally destroyed by the Co»aiiasd<m." 
woaetim we'll a««t aad I'll toll you the full story. My interest hsrwJoc ia in what is 
k»iag oa bebiad the a oe a e a aad who ia doing it. It can't nemo good purpeaee a»d caa do 
sous nam* iaere is always tdo cintnoa that aosie well— iateatioaed unknowing is spre ad! r f 
a distorted veraioa of a rurnw but I’d prefer sot to awoid other powdbilitiea, perticularly 
with tbia obwiouw tiding. 7bere «ro a ntaiber of thcae little thin** on t.Idcla I find the 
coincidence prowocattwe. 

OTnere ia ni’ord ankle, mot what you indicate. If it ia not of interest where I'we 
made the offer that is under consideration -wand I do not oxpeot it to be - I am willing for 
you to mw it but 1*11 hnw-a to sek .ry aesociato. In fact, there ere two fiffers, both to 
those who reach great nunbera of people. If either ia rejected I iriwuld really seek other 
mmt outlets* because as mtxj pt opl » m poeeit>Xf» ahouli be roachod. But I think tha Ford 


•tufr ia too hot. Ware there the chance the truth not the fiction eaf$ could make "a 
political casualty" of Ford — w!hj happena to Uaw» b«en the <a> Cooeisaioaer at the 
aeaeioa inwolred...And thus you caa evaluate your source as I'd like to for different reasons. 

dafiaitiwe St w^^«&Su^g4^»¥Hlc%toaa. 



